“Albert C. Roosma” <roosmas.roost@woridnet.att.net> on 06/05/200111:31:54
PM

To: "FARSecretariat” <farcase,2001-014 @gsa.gov> A/ / / ﬂ

cc:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express ny opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regul atory
Council's proposal to repeal the Clinton admnistration's rules on federal
contractor responsibility. The rules require contracting officers to | ook at
a conpany's record of conplying with the law in deciding whet her the conpany
is a "responsible contractor" eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conplying with the | aw should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpani es
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay m ni mum wages
and overtime as required by the law, or violate other |laws providing
fundamental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the |aw and al |l ows
violators to profit from their |awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, |aw?abiding conpanies, not to
corporate |awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect wi thout further
del ay.

These should be considered mninmum standards. |f any changes are warrented |
woul d suggest raising the bar, not |ower it.

Si ncerely,

Al bert C. Roosma
1207 Coyote Creek Ct.
San Jose, CA 95116




